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Specification 

1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 



Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1. 6, 12 are objected to because of the following informalities: For claims 
1 and 12, change format of words. For example, change "digitizing" to "digitizing", 
change "neutralise" to "neutralize", and "analyses" to "analyzes". For claim 6, Change 
"comprise" to "comprises". Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1 . 3. 1 2. 1 5 and 1 6 and 1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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5. For claims 1 and 12, the phrase, "the entry" is indefinite since it is unclear where 
an object is entering. The examiner will assume that the entry is in a blind angle as 
disclosed in the preamble, however, the Applicant is required to link the language in the 
preamble to the language in the claim. 

6. For claim 1, the phrase, "the value" is indefinite since it is unclear what value the 
Applicant is referring to. For example, is "the value" referring to direction, magnitude, or 
is the value even numerical? The examiner will interpret "the value" to be numerical. 

7. For claim 12, the phrase "the type" is considered indefinite because the phrase is 
not directed to any particular item. For example, does "type" mean type of vehicle or 
type of the object located in the blind angle? 

8. For claim 15, the phrase "suffered by the same" is indefinite since it is unclear 
what "same" is referring to. 

9. For claim 16, the phrase "this same instant" is indefinite since it is unclear what 
"the same instant" is referring to. 

1 0. Claim 1 recites the limitations: "the value" in lines 5 and 6; "the basis of the 
results" in line 8, "said analysis" in lines 8 and 9; "the trajectory" in line 11; "the influence 
of said possible magnetic distortion" in lines 12 and 13. 

1 1 . Claim 3 recites the limitation: "the cited electronic circuit". 

12. Claim 12 recites the limitations: "the type that is based on the use" in line 2; "the 
basis of the results of said analysis" in line 9, "the trajectory" in line 12. 

13. Claim 15 recites the limitations: "the corresponding distortion" and "the specific 
circumstances" in lines 8 and 9. 
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14. Claim 16 recites the limitations: "said values", "said circumstances", "the 
distortion value". 

There is insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claims. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

15. Claims 1-18 are allowed. 

16. As allowable subject matter has been indicated, applicant's reply must either 
comply with all formal requirements or specifically traverse each requirement not 
complied with. See 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) and MPEP § 707.07(a). 

1 7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: a system and method for the detection of the presence of objects in a blind 
angle of an automobile vehicle is disclosed wherein a first means of detection detects a 
ferromagnetic material in the blind spot of a vehicle with a sensor located on a vehicle 
and a second means of detection for any possible magnetic distortion generated from a 
trajectory of the vehicle, associated with an electronic circuit and intended to neutralize 
the influence of said possible magnetic distortion on the detection of said first means. 

Strumolo et al. (US 2004/02461 13) discloses a system and method for the 
detection of the presence of objects in a blind angle of an automobile vehicle wherein a 
first means of detection detects a ferromagnetic material in the blind spot of a vehicle 
with a sensor located on a vehicle. Furthermore, Stromolo discloses several other 
sensors for controlling a vehicle, such as, "a vehicle type information unit 77 generating 
vehicle type information, vehicle speed sensors 78 generating vehicle speed signals, an 
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RPM (revolutions per minute) reader 80 generating RPM signals, a heading indicator 82 
generating a heading of host vehicle signal, a location indicator 84 such as a GPS 
system generating a location of vehicle signal, a directional signal generator 86 
generating a host vehicle directional signal (e.g. left, right, heading), a steering wheel 
angle sensor 88 generating a steering wheel angle signal, and a brake status sensor 90 
generating a brake status signal. One skilled in the art will realize that the vehicle bus 
39 may also receive various other sensor and control signals". 

Strumolo, however, does not disclose a second means of detection for any 
possible magnetic distortion generated from a trajectory of the vehicle, associated with 
an electronic circuit and intended to neutralize the influence of said possible magnetic 
distortion on the detection of said first means. 

Conclusion 

18. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Manfred (US 7,146,740) discloses methods of compensation or error corrections 
for magnetometers. 

Ravani et al. (US 5,979,581), Bush (US 5,708,427) and Furukawa et al. (US 
6,236,915) disclose automatically controlling a vehicle wherein magnetic field detection 
sensors are located on a vehicle and detect the presence of metal on or in a roadway in 
order to control the position and direction of a vehicle. 
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1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer A. Mehmood whose telephone number is (571) 
272.2976. The examiner can normally be reached 8:00-4:30, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. George Bugg can be reached at (571) 272.2998. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 
273.8300 for regular and after final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 
272.2600. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Jennifer Mehmood/ 
Primary Examiner 
July 10, 2008 



